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All participants (applicant; applicant's representative, PTQ personnel): 

ip) |M.A.fk ^c^\s>C>^ ■ (4). 



Date of interview _ 



Type: MTeiephonic □ Personal (copy is given to □ applicant □ applicant's representative). 
Exhibitshown or demonstration conducted: □ Yes C2^o. If yes, brief description: . 



Agreement □ was reached with respect to some or ail of the claims in question. was not reached. 
Claims discussed: ^ • ' ■. 



Identification of prior art discussed: ^ 



Description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an agreement was reached, or any other comments: ^ ff ^^'^^ CX^yAJc^ 

Aijt/vV ht^L AAL €/n^ / ^fL^ e^^-cL 

(A fuller description, if necessary, and a copy of the amendments, if available, which the examiner agreed would render the claims allowable must be 
attached. Also, where no copy of the amendmentswhich would render the claims allowable is available, asummary thereof must be attached.) 

□ 1 . It is not necessary for applicant to provide a separate record of the substance of the interview. 

Unless the paragraph below has been checked to indicate to the contrary, A FORMAL WRITTEN RESPONSE TO THE LAST OFFICE ACTION IS NOT 
WAIVED AND MUST INCLUDE THE SUBSTANCE Of THE INTERVIEW (e.g., items 1-7 on the reverse side of this form). If a response to the last Office 
action has already been filed, then applicant is given one month from this interview date to provide a statement of the substance of the interview. 

□ 2. Since the examiner's interview summary above (including any attachments) reflects a complete response to each of the objections, rejections and 

requirements that may be present in the last Office action, and since the claims are now allowable, this completed form is considered to fulfill the 
response requ irements of the last Office action. Applicant is not relieved from orovidina a seDarate record nf the «i rh^t** n^A nf tha inton/i^i.r . in t^o^ 



>;>^^ ^A^^ > - 1 ? Manual of Patent Examining Procedure, Section 71 3.04 Substance of Interview Must Be Made of Record 

A complete written statement as to the substianc^^bf a/?/ face-to-face or telephone interview w\\\) regard to an application must be made of record in the application, whethei 
or not an agreement with the examiner was reached at the Interview. 

■'v';^^l::^i^.^''■:■'i,.i:.■ ■::...J.-§..i,.iisia-lhtervlew&--- ■■ - ■ ■■ 



(b) In every Instance where reconsideration is requested In view of an interview with an examiner, a complete written statement of the reasons presented at the interview as 
warranting favorable action ro An interview does not remove the necessity for response to Office actions as specified In § § 1 .1 11 , 1 .1 35. (35 U.S.C. 

1.32) A . . 

§ 1 .2 Business to be transacted in writing. Alt business with the Patent and Trademark Office should be transacted in writing. The personal attendance of applicants or their 
attorney? or agents:at^he Patent and T^ The action of the Patent and Trademark Office will be based exclusively on the written record in the Office. 

No attehtiii^hlvi^ill' bs; [^^ or understanding In relation to which there is disagreement or doubt. 

The action of the Patent and Trademark Office cannot be based exclusively on the written record In the Office if that record Is itself Incomplete through the failure to record 
the substance ofinterviews. 

It Is the responsibility of the applicant or the attornfy|Or^a^f n|tp n;ia|c^^^^ application file, unless the examiner indicates he or she 

will do so. It is the examiner's responsibility to see tfMif^c;K^i%cbfd ll^ttfilei^ bear directly on the question of patentability. 

Examiners must complete a two-sheet carbon Interleaf interview Summary Form for each inte^iosevtr hel#^e?r^^ 
during the interview by checking the appropriate boxes and filling in the blanks In neat handwritten form using a ball point pen. Discussions regarding only procedural matters, 
directed solely to restriction requirements for which Interview recordation is othenyise provided for iri Section 812.01 of the Mani^ai of ^^^^ Exaiiiining Procedure, or pointing 
out typographical errors or unreadable scriptin Office actions 0^^^ > .L . 

The Inten^iew Summary Form shall be given an appropriate paper number, placed in the right hand portion of the file, and lisited on the ^Cont^hts" liston t^^^ The 
docket and serial Tegistercards need not be updated to reflect Interviews; In a persdrtil intervlewi^ 

or agent) at the conclusion of the interview. In case of a telephonic interview, the copy Is malted to the applicant's correspondence address either with or prior to the next official 
communication. If additional correspondence from the examiner Is not likely before an allowance or If other circumstances dictate, the fbrrn should be mailed promptly after the 
telephonic Interview rather than with the next official communication. ^ ^ 

The Fomi provides for recordation of the following informaifibri:^ ^- '^j^... : ^> a ^:-...rn i I :: 

- Serial Number of the application v 

- N£mrie()f£tpplica»1t^' " ' " ' ^'^ ..i. ; - ■ . . 

- Name of examiner 

- Date of interview 

- Type of interview (personal or telephonic) 

- Name of particlpant(s) (applicant, attorney or agent, etc.) 

- An indication whether or not an exhibit was shown or a denrioristralipn ectnducted ^ >r : r ^ j; ; ; h - , - n ^^^^ 

- An identification of the claims discussed 

- An identification of the specific prior art discussed 

- An indication whether an agreernerit was reached and if so, a description of the general nature of the agreement (may be by attachment of a copy of . ? ; 
amendments or claims agreed as being allowable). (Agreements as to allowability are tentative and do not restrict further action by the examiner to the contrary.) 

- The signature of the examiner who conducted the interview 

• Names of other Patent and Trademark Office personnel present.. .... Z...... i r^r ' 

The Form also contains a statement reminding the applicant of his responsibility to the record the substance of the Interview. 

it is desirable that the examiner orally remind the applicant of his obligation to record the substance of the interview in each case unless both applicant and examiner agree 
that the 0xaminer will record same. Where the examiner agrees to record the substance of the interview, or when It Is adequately recorded on the Form in an attachment to the 
form, the axamiherahould. check a box at^^i^ the1appliGanHhatfheineej*no^^S]upptenpnt^he^€onTl^b^ 

It should be noted, however, that the intervievy Summary Fprm will not be considered and proper recordation of the Interview unless It Includes, or is supplemented by the 
applicant or the examiner to include, all of the applicable items required below concerning the substance of the interview: 

A complete and proper recordation of the substance of any interview should include at least the following applicable items: 

1) A brief description of the nature of any exhibit shown or any demdnstration conducted. . 

2) an identification of the claims discussed. 

3) an identification of specific prior art discussed.: > 

4) ah identiflcatibri of the principal proposed amendm 
by the examiner. 

5) a brief Identification of the general thrust of th^ principal arguments presented fo,the examiner. The Identification of arguments need not be lengthy or elaborate. A verbatim 
or highly detalleddeseription Of the arguTTients notrequired. The identifickion of the ar^ 

to the: examiner Qap: be Mnderstpod J;:iith^ cQntexiofithe application sPff ice,. ; Of coyrse,,^ the applicant may desire tp erriptiaslze and fully describe thpse argume which 
he feels were or mig^tberpprsuasiye^t^ ^^d^sw^lb A:/^ -'ij-' ■ v^ i ■ . ^y.: ■ ;^u;-,r- ... .^^^ - :mv^ v., 

6) a general indication of any other pertinent matters discussed, and 

7) if appropriate, the general results or outcome of the inteMew^unlesSialready described Jn the; Inte^i^^ 

Examiners arete>Sp0(Jtedito careftJilly re^^ inteiyipyVi. If thei^eprdfis;no:tpjamp thepxaminerAvill^giveJhe applicant 

one mpnthirom thedatP- O^^^^^^ notifying; rletteilpr^he^ remainder, of any perlodfor^resp^^^^ of 
theapplicatlpp.:(3rCFR,1.135^^^ ^:„^^., ^..,;,y^ Z^^^.l"'. ' . r,^:- '^^.-'V^-iil-iiv-' 'v^/^ ' . ,-: 

.■^ ■^. .■■■:.-;-„:•. ■:■:'}■':- :" .■: 'i^t -w-qe^::^) .--^ :-,uExarT^iner to ChepKfor-AcQurBcy; ^ , ■y.^^.r:,-- ,\.-ri:vy.i.- ^-^'■^■■^■-t^y. ■ . 

,^[?plic|^t- s.su^ took pjace at the inten/iew, should bp carefgfly qhp^^^ determine the accuracy of any^afgi^m^^^ during 



